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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to RCE filed on 08/19/2008. 
Claims 1-19 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1,6-8, 10, 15-18 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ennis et al, US 5,867,483 in view of Byers, US 6975594. Hereinafter referred to 
respectively as Ennis and Byers. 

Regarding claims 1 and 10, with reference to figure 1, Ennis discloses a method/ 
or communication control system for bandwidth selection in a communication network, 
the communication control system comprising: 

a console 16, the console comprising a display user interface and input device, 
column 23, lines 30-33,(claimed a display device; an input device); 
the console being a computer (see figure2) comprising processors, memory, and 
communications resources, see column 8, lines 1-31 (claimed a processing system); 
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the consol displays information relating to bandwidth utilization for individual circuits, 
Column 9, lines 36-41. 

a communication interface for transferring command to the communication 
network, see column 23, line 52-55; 

an operator entering Information into console 16 describing the data transmission 
system configuration Including the individual circuits to monitor by a probe. The probe 
determines the bandwidth capacities and committed information rates, the console 
displays information relating to bandwidth utilization for individual circuits. Column 9, 
lines 36-41. 

Ennis further discloses window display 20 includes advisor button 52 for Initiating 
analysis of the access channel and/or individual circuit utilization data to recommend a 
bandwidth adjustment. Column 15, line 17-20. (Claimed receive a user input from the 
Input device In response to the graphical bandwidth "level selection Indicium", with the 
user Input selecting a particular bandwidth "level indicium of the two or more bandwidth 
indicia", translate the user input into the bandwidth "level selection command", and 
transfer the bandwidth "level selection command" to the communication interface; 
wherein the user Input generates the "bandwidth level selection command" for a 
communication session In the communication network). 

EnnIs, In addition, discloses individual circuit utilization data been displayed, and 
button to recommend a bandwidth adjustment, as discussed above, Ennis further 
discloses window 20 may be arranged in any fashion and contain any data transmission 
system related or other information, see column 14, lines 37-39, and may include any 
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other functions pertinent to the analysis, such as help, tools, view, etc., see column 14, 
lines 39-42. 

The difference between Ennis and claims 1 and 10, is that Ennis does not 
specify the "other information" displayed consist of a graphical bandwidth level selection 
indicium comprising two or more bandwidth level indicia that can be selected by a user. 

However, with reference to figure 3, Byers discloses in the same field of 
endeavor of bandwidth selection, a window bandwidth allocation adjustments can also 
be selected using supplementary " Bandwidth Selection" elements 70, which may be 
implemented as conventional graphical user interface "radio button" elements. See 
column 7, lines 36-56. (Claimed graphical bandwidth level selection indicium comprising 
two or more bandwidth level indicia). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to provide the method/system of Ennis with the radio button 
elements so that bandwidth selection can be provided along the recommended 
bandwidth adjustment. The advantage would be a more accurate recommendation of 
links bandwidth to expected bandwidth request from the user attached in the network. 
The advantage would be better utilization of bandwidth of the system of Ennis. 

Regarding claims 6 and 15, Ennis discloses clicking a button for bandwidths 
recommendation. See column 18, lines 38-34. 

Regarding claims 7, 8, 16, 17 and 18, Ennis discloses displaying bar graph and 
pie charts for viewing bandwidth utilization; see column 17, lines 54-66. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 2-5, and 11-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Ennis in view Byers as applied to respective parent claims 1 and 10 

above and further of Lolayekar et al, US 2003/0079019. Hereinafter referred to as 

Lolayekar. 

Regarding claims 2, 3, 1 1 and 12, as indicated above with reference to 
respective claims 1 and 10, Ennis in view of Byers discloses substantially all the 
limitation of parent claims. Further Ennis discloses a series of recommendation for 
bandwidth adjustments. Ennis/Byers do not specify transferring the bandwidth selection 
command to a first bandwidth controller associated with a first switch of the 
communication network, with the first bandwidth controller controlling a communication 
session bandwidth, as in claim 2 and 1 1 and do not teach the bandwidth selection 
command is transferred to at least a first bandwidth controller associated with a first 
switch and a second bandwidth controller associated with a second switch of the 
communication network, with the first and second bandwidth controllers controlling a 
communication session bandwidth. 
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However, with reference to figures 2 and 6, Lolayel<ar in tlie field of bandwidtli 
allocation in storage area network, discloses traffic managers (TMs) 608 in both ingress 
and egress line-cards monitor (claimed bandwidth controller) the transfer bandwidth of 
different connections, the traffic manager associated with a switches 204, see 
paragraph [0193] . Lolayekar further discloses an administrator entering the 
performance characteristics at a management station 210, wherein the characteristics 
can then be provided to the switches 204. Paragraph [0093]. 

It would have being obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made to have the switching network of Ennis in view of Byers consist of 
the switching network of Lolayekar so that the method/system can be used in the 
network of Lolayekar. The advantage would be the provisioning of another layer of 
service such as QoS to the system/method of Ennis in view of Byers. 

Regarding claims 4, 5, 13 and 14, Ennis disclose bandwidth adjustment for 
individual circuits but does not specify the individual circuit (s) are mirroring session as 
in claims 4 and 13, or the mirroring session is to a Storage Area Network (SAN) as in 
claims 5 and 14. 

Lolayekar discloses path that are for mirroring to a SAN, see paragraph [0013]. It 
would have being obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made to have the bandwidth adjustment/selection of Ennis in view of 
Byers applied to path carrying mirroring data as taught by Lolayekar so that the 
bandwidth adjustment method/system of Ennis/Byers can be implemented in Storage 
Area Networks. (Lolayekar [0013]). 
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4. Claims 9 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ennis in view of Byers as applied to respective parent claims 1 and 10 above and 
further in view of Fuller et al U.S 2003/0055972. Hereinafter referred to as Fuller. 

Regarding claim 9 and 19, Ennis/Byers discloses that the console (claimed 
processing system) is arranged to display data in graphical form and the windows or 
screens may be arranged in any manner and contain any desired information and /or 
the bar graphs, pie charts and reports may contain any desired information extending 
for any desired period of time. See column 23, lines 30-50. 

Ennis doesn't specify the displayed information is a service level agreement 

(SLA). 

Fuller in the same field of endeavor of Storage Area Networks discloses 
displaying SLA data, see paragraph [0037]. It would have being obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made the make the displayed data 
of Ennis/Buyers consists of SLA data as taught by Fuller. The advantage would be the 
ability to enhance the system of Ennis in view of Byers with enforcing the SLA in the 
process of bandwidth recommendation. It is also advantageous to prevent Users lacking 
the required SLA from congesting the network. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-29 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: See Form PTO-892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AHMED ELALLAM whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3097. The examiner can normally be reached on 7-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chi H. Pham can be reached on (571) 272-3179. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/AHMED ELALLAM/ /Chi H Pham/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 261 6 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

9/30/08 Unit 2616 

10/01/08 
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